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First Named Inventor: Chou» Yeun-Jonq 

Application No.: 09/954751 Group Art Unit: 3723 

Filed: September 1 8, 200 1 Examiner: Maurina T. Rachuba 

Title: UNITARY Brush Having Abrasjve Coated Bris i i-ks and Method 

OF Making The Same 



RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 



Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, DC 20231 



CnRTIPICATK OF TRfrNSMIgSION 

1 hereby ccnifyrhat thte cofrc&pond<yi(;<; ix being fRcsimilc transmitted to ttie U.S. Paknt 
end Trademark Office cm; 

Oate /^Rrfcdby: Lisa Hcngcn 



Dear Sir: 

This response is to the Office Action mailed March 13, 2003, Claims 1-16 have 
been restricted iinder 35 U.S.C. § 121 as rollt)ws: 

I. Claims 1-13 are said to be drawn to a product, clasjsified in Class 45 1 , subclass 466; 

and 

II. Claims 14-16 are said to be drawn to a method of making a product^ classified in 
Class 51, subclass 29S. 

Applicants hereby elect Group I (i.e., claims 1-13) with traverse, and respectfully request 
reconsideration and withdrawal or modification of the restriction requirement. 

In Group I, Applicants broadly claim, in independent claim I , an article comprising a 
unitary bnush having a plurality of bristles, a first coaling over at least a portion of at least some of 
the bristle surfaces and a plumlily of abrasive particles secured to at least a portion of at least some 
of the bristle surfaces via the tirst coaling; and in independent claim 13, an article comprising an 
injection molded brush having a plurality of bristles, a first coaling over at least a portion of at least 
some of the bristles surfaces, and a plurality of abrasive particles secured lo at least a portion of at 
least some of the bristle surfaces via the first coating. 
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The Restriction Requiremenl (Paper No.7) in Paragraph 2 states: 

Inventioos 1 and U are related as proceSvS of making and 
product niade. The inventions are distinct if either or both of the 
following can be shown: (1) that the process as claimed can be used 
to make other and materially different product or (2) that the product 
as claimed can be made by another and materially different process 
(MPEP § 806.05(f)). In the instant case the product can be made by 
another and materially dilTereni process, one which does not require 
that the base and bristles be of the same material, or that the first 
coating not require curing afier application of the abrasive. 

Applicants submit the Groups I and II claims are so interrelated that a search of one group 
of claims will reveal art to the other. Moreover, the classification of Groups I and II claims in 
different classes and subclasses is not sufficient grounds to require restriction. 

Were restriction to be effected between the claims in Groups I and II, a separate 
examination of the claims in Groups I and II would require substantial duplication of work on the 
pari ol'lhe U.S. Patent and Trademark OiTlce, Even though some additional consideration would 
be necessary, the scope of analysis of novelty of all the claims of Groups I and II would have to be 
a*i rigorous as when only the claims of Group I were being considered by themselves. Clearly, this 
duplication of effort would not be warranted where these claims of different categories are so 
interrelated. Further, Applicants submit that for restriction to be effected between the claims in 
Groups I and II, it would place an undue burden by requiring payment of a separate filing fee for 
examination of the nonclected claims, as well as the added costs associated with prosecuting two 
applications and maintaining two patents. 



Respectfully submitted. 
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Gregory D. Allen, Reg. No.: 35,048 
Telephone No.; (651)736-0641 



Office oflmellcclual Property Counsel 
3M Innovative Properties Company 
Facsimile No.: 651-736-3833 
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3M Center, PO Box 33427^^0(yy[ 
St. Paul, MN 55133-3427 USA 



3M Innovative Properties Company 

Office of Intellectual Property Counsel 

THE INFORMATION CON fAlNED IN Ti^lS FACSIMILE I RANSMISSION MAY CON I AIN 
CONFIDENTIAL OR LEGALLY PRIVILEGED INFORMATION INTENDED ONLY FOR TIIL 
PRRSON OR ENTITY NAMED BELOW. 

If you arc not the intended wipient, please do not read, use, disclose, distribute or copy this transmission. 

If this transmission was received in error, please hnmediately notify mc by telephone directly at 
(65 1 ) 733- 1 !j39 or (65 1 ) 733-1 500, and we will arrange for its return at no cost to you. Thank you. 
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To: 



Examiner Maurina T. Rachuba 
USPTO 



YourRef: 09/954751 
Phone: 

Fax No. (703)872-9302 



From: 

Greg Allen 

3M Innovative Properties Co. 
St. Paul, Minnesota 

OurRef: 558I4US004 
Phone: (651)736-0641 
Fax No. (651)736-3833 



Remarks: □ Urgent □ Acknowledge □ Reply ASAP □ Please 
Comment 

Examiner Rachuba, 

Enclosed is a Response to Restriction Requirement 
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